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Commissioner for Patents 

The following summery is to clarifiy the examiner's position regarding the claims under review: 

(i) Claims 1, 3, and 10-12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kaufinann et al. (US 5,770,752) and Schertl et al. 
(US 5,668,230) in dependently in the Final Office Action mailed August 30, 2006. 

(ii) Appellants' grounds of rejection to be reviewed in appeal are limited to the rejection of claim 10 over Kaufmann and claims 10 
and 12 over Schertl in the Appeal Brief filed January 30, 2007. Appellants have not made any amendment to change the grounds of 
rejection to be reviewed. However, in the Supplemental Reply Brief filed November 27, 2007, Appellants indicate that the rejection 
of claims 10 and 12 over Kaufmann are included in the grounds of rejection to be reviewed. 

(iii) The rejection of claim 12 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over Schertl was withdrawn by the examiner in Supplemental Examiner's 
Answer mailed November 2, 2007. 

Summerizing the foregoing, it is the examiner's position that the rejections of claims 1, 3, and 10-12 over Kaufinann and rejection of 
claims 1,3, and 10-11 over Schertl which are represented to the board for review. In response to the Order Remendiag to Examiner 
of June 19, 2008, a Second Supplemental Examiner's Answer is provided in the attachment to replace the Examiner's Answers of 
7/1 8/2008, April 30, 2007, and November 2, 2007 for the Board to review. 
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